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Dear Paul, 


1 r~ w-/ 

• > r " , lc 
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June 30 ,1969 


you n e,nbar ^ assmen 5 b y sending you copies of my most recent letters to Dave 
Dave ® ada 3 bi e ^ng out of it in his most recent lettSfi^lSw 
Ssslv T ” hos ® esteem wili go down in the eyes of others if you art red? 

W ^ long ^lationships With either Fred or Paul.' 1 - Whether or not teveii^- 

ing his cwn motives or attitudes, or ]ust over-reacting I don 1 1 know hut* T nr* et i^ s ? 2 

SSBEV 

hat it has said since, I was determined to try to promote cooDeration Th* n ov+ ^ T 
Dave was making all sorts of vicious charges about Harold, incliKiing that he was a 

: | syspris. «. ssr b s: «ass 

lette^nc^^^ d So h ^^T e i r^ rte i^? Ut f ^ **** and Martynn'sent o£ld Stil 
critics Budh as Bill O'cSn^fl^ri f??^ 8hl £ tl * e ' ^replying. Since Dave involved other 

iimwiifsss 

wide, as seme of them have i^the^S? S K !iT de ^ ^ s P read far and 

- iw 

- jjj? of your^lettei 

1 f “• ? T ** *t again (I think forthe 3rd ttaal). 1 win send 

ssrse 

as Sr^JrriSS ^S» r gr^ B f2rgft^ the P ™ 1 "■»«• HI. analysis 

of its descriptive daMa Sv{oh^T f ^«+ accepts the autopsy as truthful in terms 

tainty with which he doe4 it T am i*’ wbicb the facts suggest can't be done with the cer- 
on tta a lut first eh ““ P« all of my „** 

posed to tetta n^oaT^S^X's^ I ^ ^ir^ly sup- 

ago, but just gat bcsg^lXrS Sri P ^ “ to ^ and “ S y lvia «“ ti» 


I have always disagreed with Tink's locating of the second rear gunman on the Records Bldg, 
and contest his angles, except the 4e±4re41one , althoggh Forman's points on that are corredt 
^ degree aftgle isn't absolute. Furthermore, given slight mistakes in the & 
tmgMS positions of the neck and back wounds his analysis is not absolute in terms of the lateral 
angle and the Commission could be right. I find his analysis more of a reply to the Coomission 
Uike Mark Lane) than a reconstruction of what probably happened. So, although many of the obser- 
vations he makes are very good and very useful, I am not acdepting of his final coneMsions. The 
Panel report, of course, changes a few things. 

I don't think that the N.O. trial transcript is worth $2500, but what do you think of the Ford 
Foundation offering something like $50,000 to tape the trail? Unfortunately, seme of the testimor 
is wanted by I'm sure all of us; like Finck. 

MyN.O. stuff does have limits, but when I get tinie I will try to send large packages. I am 
hampered by my usuaTwork on the case, trying to get my eenmittee working, speaking engagements, 
and of course , . school work. The latter has. been neglected a bit, and given that my PhD prelims 
" C 2r"? up 111 the earl Y Fall, that is a matter of seme concern. I shoudd also be getting my 

dissertation research set up, writing a paper, and pursuing some worthwhile research. One of ray 
pet theories about autistic children has suddenly found seme corroboration, and I should be pur- 
suing it, since it has much relevance for treating them. Right now I am working with a 3 year 
old who was about 2 1/2 when I started. Autistic kids are very withdrawn, and unless you 

oan somehow breaktfchcugi, tdrey will spend their entire lives in institutions . ; ' 

I^dd meivtdoned getting a oopy of ycur analysis, and is working on a reply to jfcwr letter. At the 
time he sent it to me, his relations with me were .so strained, arid Dave arid he were so busy txyinp 
to give a sinister interpretation cm everything r I- wrote him, that any constructive criticism from’ 
ma would have been viewed as nastiness on my part. So I hoped that others would write him questic 
since I thought that while his work and. ideas were good, they should have received devil's advocac 
from other than Dave, and Marlynn prior to, publication. Ip was bad, for instance, to impeach an 
important witness like Bcwers, without careful thought. / r . • h . . :r::rx re- ■ . 

Your ideas on exchanging documents lock OK to me, although I fear that I will never find time befo 
next fall to catalogue ny stuff and see what I have. So much of my stuff is filed by name, and 
not cross indexed, and nuch is not even filed. I am just far too over-extended and really can't 
see anyway to alleviate the situation. 

Do you have^info on Larry Crafard. I now have a wcman on my conmittee who knows the volumes about 
as.well^as I do and who shares my interest in Crafaik3. She is preparing a long memo on him and 
his family, but thus far is consisted by no knowledge of the archives-^scmething I hope to cor- 
rect soon. But I have not done a full archives search can him, and have been concentrating on 
+^ ei -uS reaS# x *' ran we knew and have discussed, he is more# of a suspect than I originally 
thought, and I hope to .do some field work once I get sane current addresses. Also, do you know 
anyone who has interviewed Carol- Jamegan. . He is an old interest, and like Crafard, is another 
^y who Lane expressed- interest .in, but never did anything about, at least as of last Spring. 

I would like to interview Sterling, and also share your idea about old ex^edps. : If you get any 
more ideas, or these is anything I can check for you theee, or photograph, please let me know, t 

Well, I*d better go now. Best wishes. \ ^ : ^ ■ * ...» .r.i-M* 

; or? 5>J; • • .pair - ’• • . ' v tl .- - ' /Vrj.?a - • h 

s .■*>■> »:q oo i*vy r.hv\>* tv*' 1 .* • 

cciHarold . ! r ’ f:* - T) i .'W 

^ ill. T ‘It * rcVrx: •; ■■ ' yyy - 

Tr * .?v , : ' ’ ; '• 



<; f •* * r; • ,< * : 

\- 7 J .v J* \ tV:. 

> r 1 ' • .-.»' v '- •* 1-0 • 


.- : ' , :• ; h ■ '■ • ' : 

. . ..... • 


■ r 1 


' < 

•r • 


CO.- 






' .ij 1 


:\ryi%! \y.-i ■■ 


:c 

- F.iV. 


